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REMARKS 



In the final Office Action, 1 claim 63 was objected to because the term "audio 
stream" lacked antecedent basis; claims 1-8, 12, 13, 23-32, 36-48, 52, 53, 63-72, 76-83, 
85, and 86 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. j§ 102(a) as being unpatentable over Ben- 
ShacharetaL U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0169330 f Ben-Shachar" ) 



in view of Dalai et aL U.S. Patent Applicat 



ion 



was rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) as 
Ben-Shachar and Schoof in view of Dalai : 
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Publication No. 2003/0014488 ( "Dalai "); 



claims 16-22 and 56-62 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Ben-Shachar in view of U.S, Patent^ o. 5,440,624 to Schoof II (" Schoof ); claim 84 

! 

aeirg unpatentable over the combination of 
claims 9-1 1 , 33-35, 49-51 , and 73-75 were 



rejected under 35 U,S>C. § 103(a) as beinij unpatentable over the combination of 



Ben-Shachar and Dalai in view of Schoof : 



and 



claims 14, 15, 54, and 55 were rejected 



under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) as being unpatentable over the combination of Ben-Shachar 
and Dalai in view of CaspietaL U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2004/0249884 
CCasei"). 

By this Amendment, Applicants h^ve arjnended claims 23, 63, and 64. 
Claims 1-88 are currently pending, of whicfi claims 1,16, 23, 24, 31, 41, 56, 63, 64, 71, 
and 81-86 are independent. j 

note that the final Office Action did not 



As a preliminary matter, Applicants 



mention claims 87 and 88, which depend irom 



1 As Applicants 1 remarks with respect to thle Examiner's rejections are sufficient to 



overcome these rejections, Applicants' silence 



such rejections (e.g., whether a reference 



references) is not a concession by Applicants 



and Applicants reserve the right to analyze and dispute such in the future 
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claims 1 and 15, respectively. Despite 



as to certain requirements applicable to 



constitutes prior art, motivation to combine 



hat such requirements have been met, 
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this omission, Applicants have made a 
Action and place this application in 
§ 707.07(i) requires that each claim be 
presently filed amendment does not place 
Applicants request that the Examiner iss 
MPEP § 707.07(i) and reset the time for rjefeponse. 
A. Claims 1-1 5 f 23-55, and 63^S 
Applicants respectfully traverse the 
52, 53, 63-72, 76-83, 85, and 86 under 35 
Ben-Shachar and Dalai , taken alone or in 
and every element recited in the claims 

To establish a prima facie case of 
of three requirements must be met. First 
suggested by the prior art. See M.P.EP 



faith effort to respond to the final Office 
condition for allowance. However, MPEP 
mentioned in each action. Therefore, if the 
he pending claims in condition for allowance, 
a complete Office Action in compliance with 



Second, there must be some suggestion 



I 



themselves or in the knowledge generally 
combine the references in a manner resul 
reasonable expectation of success must 
must "be found in the prior art, not in appl 
rev. 2, May 2004). 

For example, claim 1 recites, among 
audio stream data based on a determine 
while the conference call is ongoing." 
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(§1030 



rejection of claims 1-8, 12 ( 13, 23-32, 36-48, 
U.S.C ; . § 103(a) for at least the reason that 
Combination, do not teach or suggest each 



obviousness under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), each 
p all the! claim limitations must be taught or 
§ 2143.03 (8th ed., rev. 2, May 2004). 
or motivation, either In the references 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to 
ing inkhe claimed invention. Third, a 
exist. Moreover, each of these requirements 
cant'sldisclosure." M.P.E.P. § 2143 (8th ed., 



-2SI. 



other things, "selectively deleting the stored 
on that a user has exited the conference call, 
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The Examiner properly observed t lat Ben-Shachar fails to teach this element of 

claim 1 (see final Office Action, page 3) a nil relief on Dalai as allegedly disclosing the 

claim elements deficient in Ben-Shachar ( see jd.i( 

the Examiner, "Dalai selectively deletes e 

last participant has exited the conference 



lonfere 



;(citing Dalai . If 0041)). According to 



nference based on a determination that the 
call, while the conference call is ongoing." 



See final Office Action, page 25. 

Applicants respectfully disagree wth the Examiner's characterization of Dalai , 



Dalai deletes a conference after all the 



participants have left." See ]d (emphasis added); DalaJ , If 0041 ("[T]he SPCC may 



automatically delete a conference once all 



1 requires selective deletion of a stored audio stream corresponding to a conference 



call "while the conference call is ongoing 



Ben-Shachar and Applicants respectfully 
under 35 LLS.C. § 1 03(a). 

Independent claims 23, 24, 31, 41 



the participants have left.") In contrast, claim 



claimed, if all the participants have left. Thus, Dalai fails to remedy the deficiency of 



request withdrawal of the rejection of claim 1 



33, 64[ 71 , 81-83, 85, and 86, although of 



different scope, each contain dements corresponding to the elements of claim 1 



discussed above. Therefore, these claims 



32, 36-40, 42-48, 52, 53, 65-70. 72, 76-8p 
features to each of independent claims 1 



these claims are allowable foriat least the reasons set forth above. 
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A conference call cannot be "ongoing/ as 



are allowable for at least reasons similar to 



those discussed above with respect to claim 1 , fa addition, claims 2-8, 12, 13, 25-30, 



87, and 88 depend from and add additional 
:>3, 24l 31 , 41 , 63, 64, and 71. Accordingly, 
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Applicants respectfully traverse the rejection of claims 9-11, 14, 15, 33-35, 49-51, 



54, 55, 73-75, and 84 under 35 U.S.C. § 



corresponding to the elements of claim 1 
Shachar and Dalai . In addition, claims 9- 
depend from and add additional features 



1032 



I 



1 03(a) for at least the reason that Ben-Shachar 

j 

Dalai . Schoof and Caspi , taken alone or i^i combination, do not teach or suggest each 
and every element recited in the claims. 

Independent claim 84, although of| different scope, contains elements 

discussed above, which are deficient in Ben- 
1 1 , 14, 1 5, 33-35, 49-51 , 54, 55, and 73-75 
to at least one of independent claims 1 B 31, 41, 

i 

and 71 , which Applicants submit are allowable for at least the reasons discussed above. 

The Examiner relied on Schoof in rejecting claimjs 9-1 1 , 33-35, 49-51 , 73-75, and 84 

i 

and relied on Caspi in rejecting claims V , 15, 54, and 55. However, neither Schoof nor 
Casoi cures the deficiencies of Ben-Sha<bhar and Dalai identified above. 



Schoof discloses a method and apparatus for conducting and moderating a 
networked electronic conference (see Abstract) and is relied on for its disclosure of 
playback features. See final Office Action, pages 21 (citing Schoof . col. 4). Caspi 
discloses a system including a server adapted td manage a multimedia conference (see 
Abstract) and is relied on for its disclosure of recording and playing features. See final 
Office Action, page 24 (citing Caspj , U 0009). Hdwever, neither S£h22f nor Caspj 
disclose the claim element: "selectively deleting] the stored audio stream data based on 
a determination that a user has exited the conference call, while the conference call is 

ongoing," as recited in claim 1 and similarly recHjed in claims 31, 41, 71, and 84. 

• i 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the rejections of claims 9-1 1 , 
14, 15, 33-35, 49-51, 54, 55, 73-75, arid 84 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 
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B. Claims 1 6-22 and 56-62 

Applicants respectfully traverse th«>rejecti<pi 
52, 53. 63-72, 76-83, 85, and 86 under 35 U.S.C 
Ben-Shachar and Schoof . taken alone or 
and every element recited in the claims 
things, "replaying a selected portion of thjj audio 
ongoing." 

The Examiner properly observed that 
replaying a selected portion of the stored 
1 8. According to the Examiner, however 
mystery." ig\ (citing Schoof . col. 4). Trie 
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n of Claims 1-8, 12, 13. 23-32, 36-48, 
§ 103(a) for at least the reason that 
combination, do not teach or suggest each 
triple, claim 16 recites, among other 
stream, while the conference call is 



Ben-Shachar "miserably fails to explain 



audio 
Schog 



Examir er 



improved the convenience of Ben-Shachar by al 



clarify details at anytime during an ongoing conference 



Id. 



However, Applicants could find nc 
conference participant to clarify details! a 
have improved convenience. On the cpi(itrary, E 
disadvantages associated with simultaneously 
tasks and describes the temporal separation of 
Ben-Shachar . Iffl 0006-001 1 . In particular, the 
by Ben-Shachar stores conference data In u 
transcription of data into a playable recording tbfoe 
has ended." See H 63 (emphases added). A 
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stream data." Final Office Action, page 
"discloses this puzzling complicated 

also alleged that "it would have 
owing a conference participant to 

as stipulated by Ben-Shachar." 



stipulation in Ben-Shachar that allowing a 
anytime during an ongoing conference would 
en-Shachar describes several 



handling transcribing and stream routing 
liuch tasks as desirable. See 
inference recording system described 
form, thereby enabling "all 
postponed until after the conference 
©inference recording system that handles 



npriicessed 
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transcription tasks afters conference hasjendeql, 



necessarily preclude, as opposed to allbvjy, clarification of details during an ongoing 
conference. 

Moreover, any suggested combination must not teach away from the cited 



references. In re Gordon, 733 F.2d 900, 



(finding no suggestion to modify a prioria! device 



0034 



Customer No. 32,127 
Attorney Docket No, 03-1013 

as taught by Ben-Shachar , would 



902, 221 USPQ 1125, 1127 (Fed. Cir. 1984) 



where the modification would render 



the device inoperable for its intended purpose); ; In re Sponnoble, 405 F.2d 578, 587, 

< i ' i 

« t ! ! 

160 USPQ 237, 244 (CCPA 1969) (references tbken in combination teach away since 

they would produce a "seemingly inoperative device"). Ben-Shachar states that "a need 

i i i 

exists for a recording method and systerrr which minimize the processing tasks at a 

; . i ; 

server during data transmission." See BeVi-Shabhar , If 001 1 . For example, according 



to Ben-Shachar . a Multipoint Control Uni :(MClJ) tis able to handle fewer conferences 

i •: 

i . ; 

and attendees than if no transcribing were beinji) performed during the conference." 

j , j 

See Ben-Shachar . U 0009. Thus, the Examiner?? 
Ben-Shachar would require the MCU tq (iarry out 



data transmission and would, therefore, render the recording method and system of 



Ben-Shachar "inoperable for its intended 

i 

Because the combination of Beh-Shachar 



would operate contrary to Ben-Shachar 's 
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proposed modification of 
transcription processing tasks during 



stated objective of minimizing the processing 
tasks at a server during data transmission, there would have been no suggestion or 

: ! • j j 

motivation to combine Schoof with Bert-Shachar in the manner alleged by the Examiner. 



and Schoof proposed by the Examiner 



Therefore, Ben-Shachar and Schoof . taken alone or in combination, do not teach or 
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suggest each and every element recited in the claims and Applicants respectfully 
request withdrawal of the rejection of claim 16 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 



Independent claim 56, although of 



@1035 



additional features to each of Independent claims 



entered by the Examiner, placing claims 
submit that the proposed amendments jo 



are allowable for at least the reasons set forth above 
Conclusion 

Applicants respectfully request thet this amendment under 37 C.F.R. § 1 .1 16 be 

; fj-88 In condition for allowance. Applicants 
-claims 23, 63, and 64 do not raise new issues 
or necessitate the undertaking of any actional search of the art by the Examiner, since 
all of the elements and their relationshipslclaimed were either earlier claimed or inherent 
in the claims as examined. Therefore, Wis amendment should allow for immediate 
action by the Examiner. 

i 

Furthermore, Applicant respecjfi lly point 
Examiner presented some new argumerts as fo 
Applicants' invention. It is respectfully :snbmitted 
would allow the Applicants to reply to the:final re, 
condition for allowance. 



-<4- 



scope, contains elements 



: differen 

corresponding to the elements of claim hi discussed above. Therefore, claim 56 is not 
anticipated by Ben-Shachar for at least'reasons similar to those discussed above with 
respect to claim 16. In addition, claimsll 7-22 and 57-62 depend from and add 



16 and 56. Accordingly, these claims 



out that the final action by the 
;he application of the art against 
that the entering of the amendment 
ections and place the application in 
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intry of the amendment would place the 



application in better form for appeal, shoijfd the 
pending claims. j 



remarks, Applicants 



In view of the foregoing 
as amended, is neither anticipated nor 
references cited against this application 
amendment, the Examiner's reconsideration 
the timely allowance of the perpding claims 



submit that this claimed invention, 
rehdered dbvious in view of the prior art 
Applicjants therefore request the entry of this 
antJ reexamination of the application, and 



If there is any fee due irp connection with 



the fee to our Deposit Account No. 07-2347 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: December 5, 2005 



]036 



By: 
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Examiner dispute the patentability of the 



the filing of this Reply, please charge 




eph R. Palmieri 
Reg. No. 40,760 
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